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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to applicant's amendment filed on September 22, 
2009. 

2. Claims 33-60 are pending in this application. 

3. Applicant's arguments in respect to the new issues of Claims 33-60 have been 
considered but they are not persuasive. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments are not accepted as overcoming the 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, rejection of the previous Office Action. Upon further consideration of 
the claims it is still unclear whether the recited structure is sufficient for performing the 
claimed function. In this situation, it is unclear whether the recited structure in the claim 
would preclude application of 112, 6 th (failing the 3 rd prong of the analysis). The claim 
limitations contain sufficient structure to allow one of ordinary skill in the art to perform 
the claimed invention. 
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5. Applicant's amendments to claim 60 regarding the 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection of the 
previous Office Action are not accepted as overcoming the rejection. The previous 
rejection was because the term "computer readable medium" was not defined in the 
specification and it was unclear if a "computer readable medium" included "signals", 
which are non-statutory subject matter. The claim has been amended to recite a 
"computer readable storage medium", which is also not defined in the specification. 
Therefore, the previous 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection will be maintained and a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, rejection has also been included for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention regarding the definition of the "computer readable storage medium". 

6. Applicant's arguments filed September 22, 2009 have been considered but they 
are not fully persuasive. In the remarks applicant argues: 

I) The cited prior art does not teach "binding at least one user to the domain 
identifier". 



In response to applicant's arguments: 
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I) Nakahara, paragraphs 200-201 , teaches having a domain list that is 
generated by a user and only a specific user can have access to that domain list 
because it is protected by a password. Therefore, the user is bound to that specific 
domain list. The applicant is arguing that the art doesn't teach a user, but the applicant's 
user is not a physical user, but is directed more towards a user account that is stored on 
a system. Nakahara teaches the user being on a domain list and if the user belongs to a 
domain list, the list itself must have the users id stored on it somewhere. 



Examiner Notes 

7. Examiner cites particular columns and line numbers in the references as applied 
to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations 
are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations 
within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfully requested that, in preparing responses, the applicant fully consider the 
references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well 
as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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9. Claims 47-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

1 0. Claims 47-59 recite many instances of using the phrase "means for" or "step for", 
but it is modified by some structure, material, or acts recited in the claim. It is unclear 
whether the recited structure, material, or acts are sufficient for performing the claimed 
function which would preclude application of 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph. 

If applicant wishes to have the claim limitations treated under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, 
sixth paragraph, applicant is required to amend the claims so that the phrase "means 
for" or "step for" is clearly not modified by sufficient structure, material, or acts for 
performing the claimed function. 

If applicant does not wish to have the claim limitations treated under 35 U.S.C. 
112, sixth paragraph, applicant is required to amend the claim so that it will clearly not 
be a means (or step) plus function limitation (e.g., deleting the phrase "means for" or 
"step for"). 

11. Claim 60 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The term "computer readable storage medium" has not been 
described in the specification. It is unclear to the examiner what comprises a "computer 
readable storage medium" and whether or not a "computer readable storage medium" 
can include a signal, which is non-statutory subject matter. Because the type of medium 
has not been clearly defined, the metes and bounds of the claim cannot be determined. 
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For the purpose of examination the examiner will interpret the "computer readable 
storage medium" to include signals. The previous 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection has also been 
maintained for this reason. 

12. The examiner has cited particular examples of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2 rejections above. It 
is respectfully requested that, in preparing responses, the applicant check the claims for 
further 35 U.S.C. 112 rejections as being indefinite in case it was inadvertently missed 
by the examiner. The following prior art rejections are based upon the examiner's best 
interpretation of the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

13. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

14. Claim 60 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter because of the following reason: 

The claim fails to place the invention squarely within one statutory class of 
invention. The instant specification has not specifically defined the term "computer 
readable storage medium" and therefore can be considered to include mediums such as 
signals. As such, the claim is drawn to a form of energy. Energy is not one of the four 
categories of invention and therefore this claim(s) is/are not statutory. Energy is not a 
series of steps or acts and thus is not a process. Energy is not a physical article or 
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object and as such is not a machine or manufacture. Energy is not a combination of 
substances and therefore not a composition of matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

16. Claims 33-35, 37-49, and 51-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Nakahara et al. (US Pre-Grant Publication 2003/0018491 A1, published 
January 23, 2003) hereinafter referred to as Nakahara. 

As per claim 33, 47, and 60, Nakahara discloses A method and system of 
generating an Authorized Domain (AD), comprising: selecting a domain identifier 
uniquely identifying the Authorized Domain (Nakahara, paragraph 200, teaches 
having a domain list that identifies the authorized devices.); binding at least one 
user to the domain identifier (Nakahara, paragraph 200, teaches searcher X being a 
user.); and binding at least one device to at least one user by obtaining or generating a 
Device Owner List comprising a unique identifier for a user and a unique identifier for 
each device belonging to the user, thereby defining that the at least one device is bound 
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to the user (Nakahara, paragraph 200, teaches the authorized devices being on the 
domain list.), or in that the binding of at least one device to at least one user comprises 
obtaining or generating a Device Owner List for each device to be bound, the Device 
Owner List comprising a unique identifier for a user and a unique identifier for a device 
belonging to the user, thereby defining that the device is bound to the user, thereby 
obtaining a number of devices and a number of users that is authorized to access a 
content item of said Authorized Domain (Nakahara, paragraph 200, teaches having a 
domain list that contains the authorized devices that belong to that user's 
domain.) 

As per claims 34 and 48, Nakahara discloses wherein each device may be 
bound to only a single user, or each device may be bound to several users, where one 
user is indicated as a primary user for that particular device (Nakahara, paragraph 226, 
teaches having user IDs associated with the authorized devices. Therefore, one 
or more users may be associated with a particular device.) 

As per claims 35 and 49, Nakahara discloses further comprising importing, on a 
given device, at least one content item into the Authorized Domain given by the domain 
identifier by automatically binding, by default, the at least one imported content item to 
the single user that the given device is bound to or to the user indicated as primary user 
for the given device, or binding the at least one imported content item to another user 
using additional information, when non-default binding is to be used (Nakahara, 
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paragraph 197, teaches having content that only particular users/devices can 
have access to.) 

As per claims 37 and 51 , Nakahara discloses further comprising using at least 
one of a user identification device as a personal Authorized Domain manager, a 
personal mobile device as a personal Authorized Domain manager, a mobile phone as 
a personal Authorized Domain manager, a PDA (personal digital assistant) as a 
personal Authorized Domain manager (Nakahara, paragraph 297-298, teaches the 
user having an IC card containing the PIN to be used with the content usage 
device. This device will manage whether or not the user has access to content.) 

As per claims 38 and 52, Nakahara discloses wherein the binding of at least one 
user to the domain identifier comprises obtaining or generating a Domain Users List 
comprising the domain identifier and a unique identifier for a user thereby defining that 
the user is bound to the Authorized Domain (Nakahara, paragraph 297, teaches a 
user having a PIN for authentication.) 

As per claims 39 and 53, Nakahara discloses wherein the binding of at least one 
content item to the Authorized Domain comprises binding a content item to a User 
Right, where said User Right is bound to a user bound to the Authorized Domain 
(Nakahara, paragraph 297, teaches the content being associated with a particular 
user through the users PIN.) 
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As per claims 40 and 54, Nakahara discloses wherein the User Right comprises 
rights data representing which rights exists in relation to the at least one content item 
bound to the User Right (Nakahara, paragraph 297, teaches the user purchasing a 
license for the content. A license inherently grants the user the rights that he/she 
has paid for and that the copyright holder will allow. Paragraph 63 teaches 
different access rights for content.) 

As per claims 41 and 55, Nakahara discloses further comprising controlling 
access, by a given device being operated by a given user, to a given content item 
comprising checking whether a user, the given content item is linked to, and a user, the 
given device is linked to, belongs to the same Authorized Domain, and allowing access 
for the given user and/or other users via the given device to the content item if so, 
and/or checking if the given content item is linked to a user belonging to the same 
Authorized Domain as the given user, and allowing access for the given user via the 
given device and/or other devices to the content item if so (Nakahara, paragraphs 194- 
197, teaches only granting access to the content if the device is authorized and 
the user is granted access to the content through the usage restriction.) 

As per claims 42 and 56, Nakahara discloses further comprising controlling 
access, by a given device being operated by a given user, to a given content item being 
bound to the Authorized Domain and having a unique content identifier, comprising 
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checking if the Domain User List of the Authorized Domain comprises both a first user 
identifier, comprised in a Device Owner List comprising an identifier of the given device, 
and a second user identifier, linked to the given content item, thereby checking if the 
user bound to the given device is bound to the same Authorized Domain as the user 
bound to the content item, and allowing access to the given content item by the given 
device operated by any user and/or checking if the Domain User List of the Authorized 
Domain, that the content item is bound to, comprises a user identifier of the given user 
thereby checking if the given user is bound to the same Authorized Domain as the 
content item, and allowing access to the given content item by any device including the 
given device operated by the given user (Nakahara, paragraphs 194-197, teaches 
granting or restricting access to content based on whether user and device 
authorization requirements are met.) 

As per claims 43 and 57, Nakahara discloses wherein the controlling of access of 
a given content item comprises checking that the User Right for the given content item 
specifies that the given user has the right to access the given content item and only 
allowing access to the given content item in the affirmative (Nakahara, paragraph 63, 
teaches the license information containing information about the usage rights 
that the user has for the content.) 

As per claims 44 and 58, discloses wherein every content item is encrypted and 
that a content right is bound to each content item and to a User Right, and that the 
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content right of a given content item comprises a decryption key for decrypting the given 
content item (Nakahara, paragraphs 48-50, teaches content encryption and 
decryption keys.) 

As per claims 45 and 59, discloses wherein the Domain Users List is 
implemented as or included in a Domain Users Certificate, and/or the Device Owner List 
is implemented as or included in a Device Owner Certificate, and/or the User Right is 
implemented as or included in a User Right Certificate (Nakahara, paragraphs 198, 
249-251, and 258, teaches license authentication being included in certificates.) 

As per claim 46, discloses further comprising binding at least one content item to 
at least one user (Nakahara, paragraphs 194-197, teaches usage restrictions for 
users. Certain content is only available to certain users.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 
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18. Claims 36 and 50 as best understood are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Nakahara. 

As per claims 36 and 50, Nakahara does not specifically teach limiting the 
number of users. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to provide an Authorized Domain size limitation, where the limitation 
relates to a maximum number of users. It is well known in the art to limit the number of 
users that can have access to copy protected content. This usually limits the number of 
users to one user at a time, but can be multiple users at the same time. 



Conclusion 

1 9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John B. King whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
7310. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. 7:30 AM - 4:00 PM est.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571 )272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John B King/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2435 
/Kimyen Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2435 



